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DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains
1 through 58.
The di scl osed invention relates to a nmethod and appar at us

for use in a video conpression systemthat detects |inear
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motion in addition to other notions of video information.
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Caimlis illustrative of the clained invention, and it
reads as foll ows:

1. Apparatus for use in a video conpression system
having a notion vector generator for detecting |inear
noti on of video information fromone video frane to
anot her and for generating notion vector data
representative thereof, and an intraframe spati al
redundancy processor for reducing video data
representing the video information within a video
frame, said apparatus conprising: rotation sensing
means for sensing rotation of video information from
a previous frane to a present frame; rotation vector
generating means for generating rotation vector data
representing a magnitude of the rotation sensed by
said rotation sensing nmeans; and nmeans for conbining
said rotation vector data with said notion vector
dat a.

The reference relied on by the exam ner is:
Kunmerfel dt et al. (Kunmerfeldt) 4,816, 906 Mar. 28,
1989

Clainms 1 through 58 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103
as bei ng unpatentabl e over Kunmerfel dt.

Reference is nmade to the briefs and the answer for the
respective positions of the appellants and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON

The obvi ousness rejection of clainms 1 through 58 is
reversed

Al t hough Kummerfel dt di scloses “translation (linear),
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rotation (non-linear), expansion (zoomout), and contraction
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(zoomin)” notions (Answer, page 4), we agree with the
appel lants (Brief, pages 16 and 17) that:

One of ordinary skill in the art, after reading
and understandi ng Kumrerfeldt, would not |learn from
this reference that rotation notion or zoom noti on
shoul d be sensed in addition to |linear notion, and
that rotation vector data or zoom vector data should
be generated. Nor would one learn from Kumerf el dt
how rotation (or zoom) notion should be sensed and
how rotation (or zoonm vector data should be
generated. Nor would one of ordinary skill learn
fromthe teachings of Kumrerfeldt that such rotation
(or zoon) vector data should be conbined with the
notion vector data that is generated fromlinear
not i on sensi ng.

One of ordinary skill in the art sinply would
learn from Kumerfeldt that notion fromblock to
bl ock or fromconplex to conplex is made up of
rotation, translation, expansion and contraction
(colum 3, lines 12-14). It is urged that this
observation by Kumerfeldt is not sufficient to
enabl e one to generate separate translation and
rotation (or zoon) vectors and then conbi ne those
separate vectors, as required by the clains .

[ Enphasis in original.]

| nasmuch as Kummerfel dt neither teaches nor woul d have
suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art a conbination of
i near notion vector data with other vector data, we agree
with appellants (Brief, page 27) that the exam ner “has failed

to establish a prima facie case of obvi ousness.”
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DECI SI ON
The decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 1 through

58 under 35 U . S.C. § 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

KENNETH W HAI RSTON )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT
LANCE LEONARD BARRY )

Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) APPEALS AND

)

) | NTERFERENCES

)

STUART S. LEVY )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
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